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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1,5,7, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated 
by Seko (JP 2004-90753) . As best depicted in Figure 4, Seko teaches a wheel 
assembly including a runflat core defined by a pair of elastic rings 5 and a circular shell 
4. The wheel assembly further includes sponge elements 9 that are "provided to the 
circular shell". In this instance, said sponge elements can be viewed as the claimed 
"sound absorbing member". 

Regarding claim 5, the claim language is directed to the method of inserting the 
sound absorbing member and subsequently removing a film to expand the volume- 
such language, however, does not further define the structure of the claimed article. It 
is emphasized that the claims are directed to a wheel assembly and the structure of 
said assembly does not appear to be materially affected by practicing the claimed 
method . 

As to claim 1 1 , the placement of a covering film over the runflat core does not 
further define the structure of the claimed runflat core (comprised of circular shell, pair 
of elastic rings, and sound absorbing member). It is suggested that applicant amend 
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the claim to require a runflat core further comprising a film that covers the sound 
absorbing member. 

3. Claims 1, 5, 7, and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Kuramori (JP 2004-51012) . As best depicted in Figure 4, Kuramori teaches a wheel 
assembly including a runflat core defined by a pair of elastic rings 5 and a circular shell 

4. The wheel assembly further includes a sound absorbing member in the form of 
elastic bodies 6. It is noted that that the claims as currently drafted fail to exclude said 
bodies from being viewed as the claimed sound absorbing member. 

Regarding claim 5, the claim language is directed to the method of inserting the 
sound absorbing member and subsequently removing a film to expand the volume- 
such language, however, does not further define the structure of the claimed article. It 
is emphasized that the claims are directed to a wheel assembly and the structure of 
said assembly does not appear to be materially affected by practicing the claimed 
method . 

As to claim 1 1 , the placement of a covering film over the runflat core does not 
further define the structure of the claimed runflat core (comprised of circular shell, pair 
of elastic rings, and sound absorbing member). It is suggested that applicant amend 
the claim to require a runflat core further comprising a film that covers the sound 
absorbing member. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Seko as applied in Paragraph 2 above and further in view of Gutierrez del Cepeda (ES 
2030328) and Nakaiima (US 6,581,658) . As detailed above, Seko teaches the inclusion 
of "sponge elements". While the reference is silent with respect to the specific type of 
sponge material, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have 
found it obvious to use a polyurethane foam since such a material represents one of the 
most common "sponge" materials used in tire cavities, as shown for example by 
Gutierrez del Cepeda (Abstract). Additionally, although Gutierrez del Cepeda is silent 
with respect to the properties of such a polyurethane foam, such polyurethane foams 
(those used in the tire industry) commonly have a density between 5 and 70 kgf/m.3, as 
shown for example by Nakajima (Column 2, Lines 5-15 and 28-31) and applicant 
identifies polyurethanes having the above noted density as representing suitable 
materials (Paragraph 25 of ordinal disclosure). Given applicant's disclosure, one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have expected the 
polyurethane sponge detailed above to have the claimed tear strength and absorption 
coefficient. Lastly, applicant ha snot provided a conclusive showing of unexpected 
results to establish a criticality for the claimed properties. 

7. Claims 6 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kuramori . As detailed above, Kuramori teaches a wheel assembly including elastic 
bodies 6 (claimed sound absorbing member). Although Kuramori fails to expressly 
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disclose the dimensions of said bodies, Figure 4 depicts the elastic bodies as having a 
significant width in relation to the width of the runflat core and a significant thickness in 
the radial direction. Given such a disclosure, one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention would have found it obvious to form the elastic bodies of Kuramori in 
accordance to the claimed invention. It is emphasized that Figure 4 depicts an elastic 
body having a width of at least 30% of the width of the runflat core and having a 
thickness on the order of the broad range of the claimed invention. Additionally, Figures 
1 -5 suggest the use of a wide variety of geometries, and thus a wide variety of 
dimensions, and applicant ha snot provided a conclusive showing of unexpected results 
to establish a criticality for the claimed dimensions. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 3, 4, 9, and 10 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin R. Fischer whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 1215. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30-4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on (571) 272-1226. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Justin Fischer 

/Justin R Fischer/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 

June 2, 2009 



